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Mr. Robert P. Clark

Office of the Curater

44 Holyoke Houre

Cambridge 38, Maesachuretts

Dear Mr. Clark:
Your letter of April 22, 1961, arrived during my abrence frem the ity

Your question of “confliet of imterest’ la regard to the Committee of
Coansultants could be applied te virtually all individaals gualified to aet
in this= capacity. Iadeed it would be difficuit to find a dirtinguished »nd
knowledgeable medical relentist whe brs not acted imn reme advirory role
to the N.I.H, Thir {» actually one of the major factorrs underlying the
soundners and strength of the N.I.H. structure. Fimally one murt rely
on the integrity of medical =cientist which I believe has loag been well
established.

In rezponre to your regoad quertion, the Committee heard witnercer not
only frem N.].H. but alre from virtually all other federal and non-federal
agencier voluntary orgamisations, committeer, councile, foundationr, sud
the like having rome interest nad concern with medical rerearch.

Ia regard to Mr. Russsll'r article in lact October’'s Harper's Magasine, I
wonld only state that I thiak ¢ wac mest unfortuaate that he thould express
personal oninioas so far removed {rom actual facte. All the factual infor-
mation which cur Commitiee, ar well ar others, have been able to obiaia,
provided evidence contradicting his opinion. Indeed, it ir such evidemce that
hazx been obtained manually by the congrersiomal apprenriation committees
that har promnted comgres-~ to inereerce the medical rerearch budgets.
Actually the needr bave grown more ranidly than the budget increaser.

Eincerely your:

Michael ¥. De Bakey, M. D.
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bcc:/fad:to:? Margaret Slo~n
~——af v Farber T.irter Hill

Mike Gorm»n



